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Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 01/3 1/2005 is in compliance 
with the provision of 37 CFR 1 .97, has been considered by the Examiner, and made of record in 
the application file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinaty skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 40-44,48-51,54,55,59,60 and 63 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Seymour et al. (GB 2320397A), (hereinafter Seymour) in view of 
Nelson et al., (U.S. 4,633,232), (hereinafter Nelson). 

Regarding claims 40 and 48 , Seymour discloses a portable device 
(see Page 1, lines 1-5 and Fig. 1) comprising: 

unauthorized separation detection means arranged to detect the unauthorized 
separation of the portable device (automatic inhibition of operation upon sensing 
absence of intimate proximity to the base (see Page, last paragraph- Page 2, line 3) and 
control means (automatic inhibition of operation, see Page 2, lines 1-7) arranged to 
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effect at least partial disablement of the portable device in response to the unauthorized 
separation of the portable device (see Page 1, lines 1-5 and Fig. 1). 

However Seymour fails to teach separation detection means are means for 
detecting the release of a releasabie connector connecting the portable device to a 
person. 

Nelson teaches separation detection means are means for detecting the release 
of a releasabie connector connecting the portable device to a person (spring slip 55 is 
released from the device as a robber removes the purse, see col. 4, line 56- col. 5, 
line 12 and Figs 1 &7). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Nelson into the system of Seymour for the benefit of achieving a system that can 
detect and prevent an imauthorized use of the system. 

Regarding claims 41 and 49, as recited in claims 40 and 48, Seymour fails to teach 
that the releasabie connector comprises a strap. 

Nelson teaches that cord 54 is connected to the device through spring slip 
55 which is inserted through opening 34 (see col. 4, line 56- col. 5, line 12 
and Figs 1 & 7). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Nelson into the system of Seymour for the benefit of achieving a system that can 
detect and prevent an unauthorized use of the system. 



Application/Control Number: 10/523.544 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2686 

Regarding claims 42 and 50, as recited in claims 40 and 48. Seymour fails to teach 
that the releasable connector is released by severance. 

Nelson teaches that the robber removes the purse by pulling or cutting the 
handle (see col. 4, line 56- col. 5, line 12 and Figs 1 & 7). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Nelson into the system of Seymour for the benefit of achieving a system that can 
detect and prevent an unauthorized use of the system. 

Regarding claims 43 and 51, as recited in claims 40 and 48, Seymour fails to teach 
that the unauthorized separation detection means detects the interruption of a closed 
conductive path via the releasable connector. 

Nelson teaches that the switch blade 26 moves into engagement when the 
robber attempts to pull the purse (see col. 4, line 56- col. 5. line 12 and Figs 1 & 7). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Nelson into the system of Seymour for the benefit of achieving a system that can 
detect and prevent an unauthorized use of the system. 

Regarding claim 44, as recited in claim 40, Seymour further teaches that the portable 
device comprises a cellular radio transceiver (see "transceiver " in Fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 54 and 59, Seymour discloses portable device (see Page 1 , lines 1-5 and 
Fig. 1) comprising: 
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unauthorized separation detection means arranged to detect the unauthorized separation 
of the portable device from a counter part device (automatic inhibition of operation upon 
sensing absence of intimate proximity to the base (see Page, last paragraph- Page 2, 
line 3) and a micro switch or light sensor, which is associated with the "counter part 
device" could be disposed on a face of the telephone (see Page 7, lines 15-25) 

control means (automatic inhibition of operation, see Page 2, lines 1-7) arranged to 
effect at least partial disablement of the portable device in response to the unauthorized 
separation of the portable device, wherein the portable device and the counterpart device are 
arranged to form a wireless couple the diminution of which is detectable by the unauthorized 
separation detection means(see Page 1, lines 1-5 and Fig. 1). 

However, Seymour fails to teach separation of the of device worn by a person. 

Nelson teaches that the spring slip 55 is released from the device as a robber removes the 
purse, see col. 4, line 56- col. 5, line 12 and Figs 1 & 7). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Nelson into the system of Seymour for the benefit of achieving a system that can 
detect and prevent an unauthorized use of the system. 

Regarding claim 55, as recited by claim 54, Seymour further discloses that the portable device 
comprises a cellular radio transceiver (see "transceiver " in Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 60, as recited by claim 59, Seymour further discloses that the counterpart 
device (micro switch or light sensor could be disposed on a face of the telephone, see Page 7, 
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lines 15-26) comprises a cellular radio transceiver or mobile telephone (see "transceiver " in 
Fig. 2). 



Regarding claim 63, Seymour discloses a portable device having a radio transmitter 
(see Page 1, lines 1-5 and Fig. 1) comprising: 

unauthorized separation detection means arranged to detect the unauthorized 
separation of the portable device (automatic inhibition of operation upon sensing 
absence of intimate proximity to the base (see Page, last paragraph- Page 2, line 3) and 

control means (automatic inhibition of operation, see Page 2, lines 1-7) arranged 
to effect at least partial disablement of the portable device in response to the 
unauthorized removal of the device (see Page 1, lines 1-5 and Fig. 1). 

However Seymour fails to teach the separation detection means of the device to 
from a person. 

Nelson teaches separation detection means are means for detecting the release 
of a releasable connector connecting the portable device to a person (spring slip 55 Is 
released from the device as a robber removes the purse, see col. 4, line 56- col. 5, 
line 12 and Figs 1 &7). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Nelson into the system of Seymour for the benefit of achieving a system that can 
detect and prevent an unauthorized use of the system. 
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3. Claims 45,46,47,52,53,56-58,61 and 62 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Seymour et al in view of Nelson et al., and further in view of Rohrbach 
(U.S. 5,898,783), (hereinafter Rohrbach). 

Regarding claim 45, as recited in claim 44, the combination of Seymour and Nelson fails to 
teach that the control means is arranged to effect at least partial disablement of the 
portable device by controlling the cellular radio transceiver to transmit a disable 
message. 

Rohrbach teaches that the data communication circuitry 200 transmits a code to 
the communication network via the mobile station 100 and in response to receiving a 
disable command, the disabling circuitry 220 is operative to prevent operation of the 
SIM card in the network (see col. 4, lines 14-25 and Figs. 2 & 3). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Rohrbach into the system of Seymour and Nelson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that provides a way of remotely disabling SIMs and smartcard in the telecommvinication 
network. 

Regarding claims 46 and 53, as recited in claims 40 and 48, the combination of Seymour and 
Nelson fails to teach that the portable device is or comprises a cellular mobile telephone 
for operation in a cellular communications network and the control means is arranged to 
effect at least partial disablement of the portable device by sending a disabling message 
to the network for disabling normal operation of the telephone in the network. 
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Rohrbach further teaches that the data communication circuitry 200 transmits a 
code to the communication network via the mobile station 100 and in response to 
receiving a disable command, the disabling circuitry 220 is operative to prevent 
operation of the SIM card in the network (see col. 4, lines 14-25 and Figs. 2 & 3). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Rohrbach into the system of Seymour and Nelson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that provides a way of remotely disabling SIMs and smartcard in the teleconmiunication 
network. 

Regarding claim 47, as recited in claim 46, the combination of Seymour and Nelson fails to 
teach that the mobile telephone comprises a handset and a replaceable card, which 
enables the handset to operate as a telephone in the network, and the network is 
responsive to the disabling message sent by the mobile telephone to disable the card 
from normal use in the network and/or to disable the handset from normal use in the 
network. 

Rohrbach further teaches that the SIM card 1 10 or smart card cooperates with a 
mobile phone 100 to effect communication with the telecommunication network 
(see col. 3. lines 61-66). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Rohrbach into the system of Seymour and Nelson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that provides a way of remotely disabling SIMs and smartcard in the telecommunication 
network. 
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Regarding claim 52, as recited in claim 48, the combination of Seymour and Nelson fails to 
teach that the control means is arranged to control the radio transmitter to send a 
message in response to the release of the releasable connector. 

Rohrbach teaches that the data communication circuitry 200 transmits a code to 
the communication network via the mobile station 100 and in response to receiving a 
disable command, the disabling circuitry 220 is operative to prevent operation of the 
SIM card in the network (see col. 4. lines 14-25 and Figs. 2 & 3). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Rohrbach into the system of Seymour and Nelson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that provides a way of remotely disabling SIMs and smartcard in the telecommunication 
network. 

Regarding claim 56, as recited in claim 55, the combination of Seymour and Nelson fails to 
teach that the control means is arranged to effect at least partial disablement of the 
portable device by controlling the cellular radio transceiver to transmit a disable 
message. 

Rohrbach teaches that the data communication circuitry 200 transmits a code to 
the communication network via the mobile station 100 and in response to receiving a 
disable command, the disabling circuitry 220 is operative to prevent operation of the 
SIM card in the network (see col. 4, lines 14-25 and Figs. 2 & 3). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Rohrbach into the system of Seymour and Nelson for the benefit of achieving a 
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system that provides a way of remotely disabling SIMs and smartcard in the telecommunication 
network. 

Regarding claim 57, as recited in claim 54, the combination of Seymour and Nelson fails to 
teach that the portable device is a mobile telephone comprising a handset and a 
replaceable card and the control means is arranged to effect at least partial disablement 
of the mobile telephone by locking the handset to the replaceable card. 

Rohrbach further teaches that the SIM card 1 10 or smart card cooperates with a 
mobile phone 100 to effect communication with the telecommunication network 
(see col. 3. lines 61-66) and the incapacitation of the SIM card in the system (see col. 4. 
lines 13-26), which corresponds to "locking". 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Rohrbach into the system of Seymour and Nelson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that provides a way of remotely disabling SIMs and smartcard in the telecommunication 
network. 

Regarding claim 58, as recited in claim 54, the combination of Seymour and Nelson fails to 
teach that the portable device is or comprises a cellular mobile telephone for operation in 
a cellular communications network and the control means is arranged to effect at least 
partial disablement of the portable device by sending a disabling message to the 
network for disabling normal operation of the telephone in the network. 
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Rohrbach further teaches that the data communication circuitry 200 transmits a 
code to the communication network via the mobile station 100 and in response to 
receiving a disable command, the disabling circuitry 220 is operative to prevent 
operation of the SIM card in the network (see col. 4, lines 14-25 and Figs. 2 & 3). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Rohrbach into the system of Seymour and Nelson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that provides a way of remotely disabling SIMs and smartcard in the telecommunication 
network. 

Regarding claim 61, as recited in claim 60, the combination of Seymour and Nelson fails to 
teach that the control means is arranged to effect at least partial disablement of the 
portable device by controlling the cellular radio transceiver to transmit a disable 
message. 

Rohrbach teaches that the data communication circuitry 200 transmits a code to 
the communication network via the mobile station 100 and in response to receiving a 
disable command, the disabling circuitry 220 is operative to prevent operation of the 
SIM card in the network (see col. 4, lines 14-25 and Figs. 2 & 3). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Rohrbach into the system of Seymour and Nelson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that provides a way of remotely disabling SIMs and smartcard in the telecommunication 
network. 
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Regarding claim 62, as recited in claim 59, the combination of Seymour and Nelson fails to 
teach that the portable device is a mobile telephone comprising a handset and a 
replaceable card and the control means is arranged to effect at least partial disablement 
of the mobile telephone by locking the handset to the replaceable card. 

Rohrbach further teaches that the SIM card 1 10 or smart card cooperates with a 
mobile phone 100 to effect communication with the telecommunication network 
(see col. 3. lines 61-66) and the incapacitation of the SIM card in the system (see col. 4. 
lines 13-26), which corresponds to "locking". 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Rohrbach into the system of Seymour and Nelson for the benefit of achieving a 
system that provides a way of remotely disabling SIMs and smartcard in the telecommunication 
network. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Sasakura et al. (U.S. 6,151,493) teaches a device for prohibiting unauthorized use of electronic 
device 

Helle (U.S. 6,662,023) teaches a method and approval for controlling and securing mobile phone 
that are lost, stolen or misused. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kwasi Karikari whose telephone number is 571-272-8566. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8 am - 4pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on 571- 272 5905. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kwasi Karikari 
Patent Examiner. 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



